The Chemical ecology of the oriental fruit fly Bactrocera dorsalis and the potential for novel odor-based management tools by Biasazin, Tibebe Dejene
 
 
The chemical ecology of the oriental 
fruit fly Bactrocera dorsalis and the 
potential for novel odor-based 
management tools 
Tibebe Dejene Biasazin 
Faculty of Landscape Architecture, Horticulture and Crop Protection Science 
Department of Plant Protection Biology 
Alnarp 
  
Doctoral thesis 
Swedish University of Agricultural Sciences 
Alnarp 2017 
 
 
Acta Universitatis agriculturae Sueciae 
2017:62 
ISSN 1652-6880 
ISBN (print version) 978-91-7760-014-5 
ISBN (electronic version) 978-91-7760-015-2 
© 2017 Tibebe Dejene Biasazin, Alnarp 
Print: SLU Service/Repro, Alnarp 2017 
Cover: Left: Bactrocera dorsalis flies feeding from a SPLAT-ME-spinosad dollop 
on a leaf of mango tree. Right: B. dorsalis hold inside a pippete tip exposing 
antennae ready for electrophysiological recordings. 
(photo: Tibebe Dejene) 
 
 
 
Over the last few years, several tephritid species have invaded sub-Saharan Africa, 
competitively displacing native fruit fly pests, and severely affecting horticulture 
production. In two different farming scales, small and large, we verified the influence of 
suppressing the invasive Bactrocera dorsalis using the male specific attractant, methyl 
eugenol (ME), formulated in SPLAT-spinosad. In small-scale farm plots, use of ME did 
reduce B. dorsalis populations, but population levels remained high throughout the study. 
In mark-release-recapture studies, male flies were found to disperse fast and beyond one 
km from the release point. In large-scale farm plots, the invasive pest was controlled 
within eight months of suppression using ME-based suppression in combination with 
other pest management techniques. However, this was paralleled by a quick resurgence 
of the native fruit fly Ceratitis capitata, likely due to competition release. Targeting 
female fruit flies using techniques that rely on the olfactory sensitivity of the flies, may 
support direct and more selective ways to control fly populations. Host fruits as well as 
proteins produced during fermentation are important resources for tephritid fruit fly 
nutrition and reproduction. This study used gas chromatography-coupled 
electoantennography detection (GC-EAD) to test the physiological response of 
economically important tephritid pest species to host fruits and commercially available 
food-baits. This was compared to the published database of odorant receptors of 
Drosophila melanogaster.  We postulated that volatiles shared across fruits and detected 
by several fly species may comprise general fruit compounds important in host 
orientation. Selected blends, composed of 6 or 11 fruit compounds were more attractive 
to B. dorsalis than full fruit odor in a multi-choice olfactometer assay. Species-specific 
and general blends identified from food-baits were more attractive to B. dorsalis. The 
study underlines the potential of comprehensive database of olfactory sensitivity in the 
rational design of novel synthetic attractants, or for augmenting existing ones. The study 
also provides a platform to develop both species-specific attractants and multi-species 
attractants for tephritid fruit flies.  
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ባለፉት ጥቂት አመታት ውስጥ በርካታ መጤ የፍራርፍሬ ወጊ ዝንብ ዝርያዎች ከሰሀራ 
በታች አፍሪካን በመውረር በአትክልትና ፍራፍሬ ምርት ላይ ከፍተኛ ተጽእኖ አሳድረዋል። 
ከነዚህ የፍራፍሬ ዝንብ አይነቶች እንዱ እና ዋነኛው “ባክትሮሴራ ዶርሳሊስ” በመባል 
የሚታወቀው ምንጩ ከኢሺያ የሆነ በአጭር ጊዜ ውስጥ ኢትዮጵያን ጨምሮ በመላው 
አፍሪካ በመሰራጨት በተለያዩ አይነት ፍራፍሬዎች ላይ ጉዳት በማድረስ ላይ ያለ ነፍሳት 
ነው። በዚህ የከፍተኛ ትምህርት ጥናት ወንዱን የፍራፍሬ ዝንብ ብቻ ለይቶ ወደ መግደያ 
ወጥመድ በመዐዛው የሚስብ “ሜታይል ኢዩጅኖል” የተባለን ኬሚካዊ ንጥረ ነገር 
“ስፒኖሳድ” ከተባለ መርዛማ ቅመም እንዲሁም “ስፕላት” ከተባለ የምግብነት ባህሪ ካለው 
ውህድ ጋር በመደባለቅ፥ የውህዱ ዝንቦቹን የመቆጣጠር ተጽእኖ ኢትዮጵያ ውስጥ በሚገኙ 
ሰፋፊ እርሻዎች እና አነስተኛ የገበሬ ማሳዎች ላይ ተሞክሯል። በአነስተኛ የገበሬ ማሳዎች 
ላይ ምንም እንኳን የፍራፍሬ ዝንቦቹ መጠን ቀድሞ ከነበረበት ከፍተኛ መጠን በትንሹ 
ቢቀንስም በፍራፍሬዎች ላይ የሚታየው ጉዳት ግን ለውጥ አላሳየም። የዝንቦቹ በፍጥነት 
ካንድ የገበሬ ማሳ ወደ ሌላ ማሳ መብረር መቻል ቁጥጥሩን አስቸጋሪ አድርጎታል። በሰፋፊ 
እርሻ ላይ በተደረገው ጥናት በ ስምንት ወር ውስጥ መጤውን የፍራፍሬ ዝንብ መቆጣጠር 
ቢቻልም፥ የመጤው ፍራፍሬ ዝንብ ዝርያ እንደቀነሰ ነባር የፍራፍሬ ዝንቦች ባዲስ መልክ 
ማሳውን በመውረራቸው በፍራፍሬ ላይ የሚደርሰው ጉዳት አሁንም ቀጥሏል። ለዚህም 
መፍትሄ ይሆን ዘንድ፥ ብዙ አይነት የፍራፍሬ ዝንቦች ባሉበት ማንኛውም ማሳ ላይ 
ሌሎችንም አይነት የዝንብ ዝርያዎች በመዐዛቸው ወደ መግደያ ወጥመድ የሚስቡ እና 
የሚገሉ ውህዶችን መጠቀም እንዲሁም ደሞ ቁጥጥሩን ከተወሰኑ የገበሬ ማሳዎች ከፍ 
በማድረግ ሀገር አቀፍ እንዲሁም አህጉር አቀፍ የቁጥጥር ዘዴ እንዲመቻች ማድረግ 
ያስፈልጋል።  በተጨማሪም ይህን ጉዳት ቀጥተኛ በሆነ መንገድ ለመቆጣጠር የሴት ፍራፍሬ 
ወጊ ዝንቦችን ዒላማ ማድረግ ጥቅሙ ከፍተኛ ነው። በዚህ ጥናት ሴቶች ዝንቦችን ወደ 
ፍራፍሬዎች እንዲሁም ወደተለያዩ የ ዝንብ ምግቦች የሚስቧቸውን ከመቶ በላይ የሆኑ 
መዐዛማ ንጥረ ነገሮች “ጂሲ-ኢኤዲ እና ጂሲ-ኤምኤስ” የተባሉ መሳሪያዎችን እገዛ 
ተጠቅሜ ለይቻለሁ። ከነዚህም ውስጥ የተወሰኑትን፥ በተለያዩ ፍራፍሬዎች ውስጥ 
የሚገኙትንና፥ ሌሎች የፍራፍሬ ዝንብ ዝርያዎችም ያሸተቷቸውን መዐዛማ ንጥረ ነገሮች 
በመጠቀም የሰራሁት ውህድ በቤተ ሙከራ ውስጥ “ባክትሮሴራ ዶርሳሊስን” እንዲሁም 
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To my family  
The fear of the Lord is the beginning of knowledge, but fools despise wisdom 
and instruction 
Proverbs 1:7 
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The world population is increasing in alarming rate adding 83 million people 
every year (WPP, 2017) and creating a higher food demand globally (Godfray 
et al., 2010; Tilman et al., 2011). This is even worse in developing countries like 
sub-Saharan Africa where the agricultural output may not suffice the 
increasingly growing demand of the population (Ittersum et al., 2016). This gap 
can be narrowed down through sustainable intensification of crop production. 
Horticulture production in sub-Saharan Africa is a potential sector that could be 
intensified further (Broeck & Maertens, 2016), and because of its higher profit 
margin offers a key benefits to lift smallholder farmers out of poverty.  
 
The humid and warm temperature of sub-Saharan Africa is a suitable production 
site for variety of fruit crops. Fruit production in sub-Saharan Africa is directly 
associated with the livelihood of small-scale farmers (Ekesi et al., 2011). Besides 
private consumption, small-scale farmers gain some income by selling fruits to 
local markets or neighbourhoods. In addition, fruits provide indispensable 
micronutrients that are vital to alleviate the problem of malnutrition in 
developing countries (Tontisirin et al., 2002). Thus, intensifying the horticulture 
production in sub-Saharan Africa benefits not only small-scale farmers, but 
could also improve economic and social development. It could also become an 
important component to combat the world’s main problem of hidden hunger and 
food security (Joosten et al., 2015; Broeck & Maertens, 2016).  
 
There are many factors that hinder the intensification of horticulture production 
in developing countries. One of which is the damage caused by Tephritidae fruit 
fly pests (Ekesi et al., 2011; Badii et al., 2015). In sub-Saharan Africa, alien pests 
such as Bactrocera dorsalis, previously misclassified as the African invasive 
fruit fly, B. invadens (Schutze et al., 2015; Schutze et al., 2017), have aggravated 
the existing problems caused by native tephritid fruit fly species (Ekesi et al., 
1 Introduction 
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2016). The damage caused by Tephritidae fruit flies could be direct due to loss 
of fruits for consumption and loss of income due to market closure, or it could 
be indirect when fruits damaged by fruit flies become vulnerable and susceptible 
to pathogenic microorganisms (Ordax et al., 2015), as well as due to quarantine-
measure induced restricted access to high-end markets. An intensified use of 
pesticides for fruit fly control and associated costs can also be considered 
indirect losses: the resulting increased use of pesticides not only harms the 
farmers’ health but also disturbs the ecosystem (Aktar et al., 2009). Therefore, 
an environmentally safe and sustainable fruit fly control system is required.  
 
The use of organic compounds such as pheromones and kairomones in pest 
control is a novel strategy for sustainable and environmentally sound control 
system (Pickett et al., 1997). Fruit fly control strategy is mainly based on attract 
and kill techniques of male fruit flies using male attractants (parapheromones) 
combined with toxicants (Vargas et al., 2010). However, the damage starts upon 
oviposition of female fruit flies, for which the control system is not well 
developed. Fruit flies are attracted to pheromones, parapheromones, host fruits 
and fermented products for lekking, feeding, mating and ovipositing (Epsky et 
al., 2014; Quilici et al., 2014; Tan et al., 2014). This attraction is mediated 
through an insect’s olfactory organs, the antennae and the maxillary palp.  
 
In this thesis, we assessed the potential of using parapheromones (male lures), 
and its effect on local tephritid guild, and the importance of farm scale in 
suppression of B. dorsalis in large-scale and small-scale farming settings in 
Ethiopia. The study also used gas chromatography-coupled 
electroantennography, and identified antenna active compounds from host fruits 
and food-based baits, compared it to olfactory receptors of Drosophila 
melanogaster and developed blends that could be used to attract female fruit 
flies.  
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2.1 Economic impact of tephritid flies in Africa 
Horticultural crop production is a major component for the economic 
development of most African countries. It is a vastly growing agricultural sector 
and a well-recognized source of income for smallholder farmers (ISHS, 2015). 
In rural areas where there is high production of fruits and vegetables, horticulture 
production offers one of the most important opportunities for employment and 
revenue, increased access to education, healthcare, food and nutritional security 
and socio-economic development opportunities particularly for women and 
children (Weinberger & Lumpkin, 2007). However, the expansion of 
horticultural production and its international trade are greatly increasing the risk 
of transferring alien fruit flies within Africa and from & to other regions of the 
world (Duyck et al., 2004).   
  
Fruit flies are major constraints to the economic development of the horticulture 
sector (Ekesi et al., 2011; Badii et al., 2015). Several species of fruit flies exist 
in Africa that are known to attack different types of commercial as well as wild 
fruits and vegetables, causing considerable damage to the horticulture industry. 
African fruit production is also vulnerable to invasion by alien fruit flies from 
other tropical regions, which is exacerbated by the lack of local expertise, 
affordable technologies and satisfactory quarantine services for the management 
of fruit flies (Duyck et al., 2004; Ekesi et al., 2009).  
  
Heavy fruit fly infestation seriously reduces the quantity of marketable fruits and 
vegetables and thus, increases production costs. For example, out of the annual 
African production of millions of tons of mangoes half is destroyed by fruit flies 
(Ekesi et al., 2016). In 2009 only in Kenya 80% of all the fruits were infested 
2 Background 
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with B. dorsalis that lead to an annual loss of 76000 tons of mangoes. In Benin 
fruit infestation reached as high as 73%, with sanitary operation leading to 
extreme measures of uprooting mango trees (De Meyer et al., 2009). 
  
Indirect losses resulting from quarantine restrictions imposed by fruit importing 
countries to prevent entry and establishment of unwanted fruit fly species can 
also be enormous. Mozambique lost 10% of its banana export revenue because 
of B. dorsalis infestation and the resulting quarantine measures. Today there is 
a continuous threat of border closure. In 2008 Kenya lost 1.9 million USD in 
export of avocado only to South Africa (Ekesi, 2010). 
  
In Ethiopia, Upper Awash Agro-Industry Enterprise (UAAIE), which is the 
largest producer of a variety of fruits and vegetables for local and export markets, 
the native fruit fly Ceratitis capitata and a species that recently invaded the farm, 
B. dorsalis, are the key pests that cause serious infestations (Dessie, 2014). The 
native species alone caused annual loss of about 1500 tons of orange and 
mandarin while, the invasive species caused a complete loss (100%) of guava in 
2013, a year after its introduction (Dessie, 2014). The continuous high level of 
infestation eventually led to complete removal of guava trees, a heavily infested 
crop, in 2016 (personal observation). 
  
The effect is more severe in smallholder farming communities, where damage 
translates directly into livelihood, food and nutritional security. For instance, in 
Arbaminch, Ethiopia, a smallholder fruit production area of natural importance, 
huge amount of mango alone was lost by B. dorsalis infestation since 2007. This 
has severe consequences, since mango alone generates a significant amount of 
revenue for the rural households of the area (Piet et al., 2012).  
2.2 Management of tephritid fruit flies 
The damage caused by tephritid fruit flies may reach up to 100% in unmanaged 
orchards (Vayssières et al., 2009; Ekesi et al., 2016). Fruit fly management is 
vastly reliant on cultural methods such as orchard sanitation, use of broad-
spectrum protein bait sprays, mass trapping using male lures (male annihilation) 
and introduction of natural enemies. All these techniques have been 
implemented effectively either singly or in combination against tephritid fruit 
flies. Below is a short description of currently available control methods. 
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2.2.1 Cultural control methods 
The most common cultural control method is field sanitation; it is a method by 
which infested or fallen fruits are removed from the orchard and buried in the 
soil to a depth where adult flies could not survive or emerge from. This method 
is laborious and time consuming, but effective when implemented properly and 
in combination with other control measures (Piñero et al., 2009). The 
disadvantage of field sanitation is that natural enemies would also be buried 
together with the infested fruits. However, augmentoria can compensate for this 
(Deguine et al., 2011). Augmentorium is a tent like structure used to enclose 
infested fruits. It is made of fine mesh that prevents fruit flies to pass through, 
but allows the smaller parasitoids to escape.  
  
Other traditional cultural methods involve early harvesting, bagging fruits and 
soil disturbance (Sarwar, 2015). Wrapping individual fruit requires considerable 
time and labor but it is relatively inexpensive, easy to implement, prevents 
physical injuries and it is suitable for smaller orchards or small-scale farmers. In 
addition, it provides farmers a dependable estimation of anticipated produce. 
Disturbing the soil through ploughing and flooding exposes pupae for unsuitable 
climatic conditions leading to higher mortality rate (Verghese et al., 2004).  
2.2.2 Classical biological control 
Classical biological control remains an important method to mitigate invasive 
pests. Braconidae parasitoids are the major natural enemies of Tephritidae. The 
common Fopius arisanus is an egg-pupal parasitoid that has been successfully 
established in Hawaii and French Polynesia to control B. dorsalis (Vargas et al., 
1993). Following release in several African countries in 2006, F. arisanus 
caused, depending on the fruit, up to 40% parasitization in B. dorsalis (Ekesi et 
al., 2016). Similarly, it caused significant reduction in fruit damage with up to 
65% parasitism of Bactrocera, Ceratitis and Anastrepha spp. (Vargas et al., 
2013).  
  
Predators can also impact fruit flies. Besides frugivorous vertebrates such as 
birds and rodents (Drew, 1987), ants such as Oecophylla longinoda (the weaver 
ant) (Van Mele et al., 2007; Van Mele et al., 2009) and wasps such as Vespula 
germanica (Hendrichs et al., 1998) are promising predators of Tephritidae. 
Weaver ants reduce fruit damage not only by larvae or adult predation but also 
by causing disturbance and hindrance during adult oviposition. The deterrence 
could be physical and visual, but also olfactory as lab and field results point to a 
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long-range cue left by weaver ants that deter insects, including flies (Van Mele 
et al., 2009; Adandonon et al., 2009).  
  
Fruit flies are also susceptible to entomopathogenic fungi such as Metarhizium 
anisopliae and Beauveria bassiana and their toxic metabolites (Castillo et al., 
2000; Ekesi et al., 2002; Dimbi et al., 2003). The fungi can be used in 
combination with attractants to reduce longevity of flies (Ekesi et al., 2007). 
However, biopesticides kill over time, providing females with ample opportunity 
to oviposit their egg load. Formulation also requires considerable input and 
training of farmers. However, promising results have been reported on the effect 
of biopesticides on population levels of B. dorsalis and other fruit fly species 
(Vayssières et al., 2009). 
2.2.3 Control using male lures 
Control with male lures (male annihilation technique) is the most widely used 
and reliable method in fruit fly control (Vargas et al., 2009; Tan et al., 2014). It 
is the main component of sterile insect technique and Integrated Pest 
Management (IPM) programs of fruit fly control (Shelly et al., 2010; Barclay et 
al., 2014). Although, the basis of attraction and mechanism of detection are not 
clear, male fruit flies of Tephritidae are highly attracted to different groups of 
male attractants. For instance, males of B. dorsalis and B. zonata are highly 
attracted to methyl eugenol (benzene, 1,2-dimethoxy-4-(2-propenyl)), while Z. 
cucurbitae and B. tryoni are attracted to cuelure (4-(p-acetoxyphenyl)-2-
butanone) and C. capitata and some other Ceratitis spp are attracted to 
trimedlure (cyclohexanecarboxylic acid, 4(or 5)-chloro-2-methyl-, 1,1-
dimethylethyl ester).  
  
Male lures combined with different types of toxicants are currently used to 
mitigate population of tephritid fruit flies in different areas of the world 
(Christenson et al., 1963; Tan et al., 2014; Ekesi et al., 2016). However, in this 
strategy only males are affected and male lures other than methyl eugenol (i.e. 
against other species than B. dorsalis and relatives) are much less effective. 
Additionally, selective suppression of one species may give rise to competition 
and resurgence of other species that share the same ecosystem. Therefore, 
alternative approaches that target females and other fruit fly species are much 
needed.  
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2.2.4 Control using Protein baits  
Soon after emergence, both male and female fruit flies require proteinaceous 
food for survival and sexual maturation. Protein bait traps capture both sexes, 
with a bias for female, which need proteins for developing eggs (Drew & Yuval, 
1999). Protein / fermentation based attractants combined with toxicants have 
been used in traps for monitoring, and sprayed on the orchard floor to suppress 
fruit fly populations (Prokopy et al., 2003). Protein bait traps improve 
surveillance of tephritid fruit flies that have no known male lures. Yet, compared 
to male lures, protein baits are non-selective and affect beneficial organisms 
(Leblanc et al., 2010a; Leblanc et al., 2010b; Leblanc et al., 2010c), less 
effective, and have a very short field life so that constant replacement is required 
and are short-range attractants (McQuate & Follett, 2006). Thus, development 
of inexpensive female lures that are selective, long lasting and attract females of 
multiple tephritid species could significantly improve intervention.  
2.3 Invasion and competitive displacement 
When an exotic species invades an area, it can create adverse effects on the 
habitat, both from the economic and ecologic perspective. It can, threaten 
ecosystem function and biodiversity (Charles & Dukes, 2008). Invasive species, 
as indicated by the name, are characterized by a set of life history traits that 
provides them an advantage to utilize available resources efficiently and 
outcompete native species (Peacock & Worner, 2008). High dispersal ability, 
phenotypic plasticity, rapid growth and fast reproductive rates are among the 
traits that favor an invasive alien species over indigenous guilds (Moran & 
Alexander, 2014). However, the ability of an invasive species to dominate a 
niche also depends on the strength and form of its competitive interactions with 
species in recipient niche, its own competitive ability, climatic factors and 
availability of natural enemies (Whitney et al., 2008). 
  
Depending on the competitiveness, invasion results in displacement of one 
species or, a stable coexistent or unstable coexistence of both species occurs. 
Usually, if the interspecific competition is weaker than intraspecific competition 
stable equilibrium exists, otherwise the superior competitor forcefully excludes 
the inferior competitor from the habitat (Duyck et al., 2004). As a result, the 
inferior competitor differentiates its niche, or becomes extinct from that specific 
locale. A strong interspecific competition is unlikely to occur between stably 
coexisting species, although it may initially be observed on arrival or 
introduction of a new species, which shares resource with indigenous species.  
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Despite strict quarantine regulations, fruit flies in the family Tephritidae, which 
include several polyphagous fruit fly pests, have managed to invade and 
establish in many countries and across continents (Duyck et al., 2004). Human 
activities and global commercialization of fruits have accelerated the 
introduction of fruit fly species into new areas. These new areas, however, were 
not necessarily fruit fly free. Indigenous fruit flies or previous invaders that are 
established in the area may have already occupied them (Duyck et al., 2004). As 
a result, any new comer (invader) faces / causes a competitive challenge by / on 
the recipient community that are already well established, which are either native 
guilds or previously established exotic pests.  
  
Among Tephritidae, Bactrocera spp. and Ceratitis spp. are globally frequently 
recorded invaders, typically the former invades and competitively dominates the 
latter, whereas the opposite has not been reported yet (Duyck et al., 2004). For 
instance, the invasion of B. dorsalis in Africa and its negative effect on 
population levels of the native Ceratitis cosyra is a recent phenomenon (Ekesi 
et al., 2009). Much focus was then towards suppression of the population of the 
invasive species in Africa (Ekesi et al., 2011). However, the effect of targeting 
a single species is not known, and suppressing the invasive species may lead to 
resurgence of the native fruit fly guild. 
2.4 Biology and ecology of Tephritidae 
Gravid female Tephritidae uses its long and sharp ovipositor to penetrate the 
skin of fruits, bends the ovipositor and deposit elongated eggs within the skin of 
the fruit (Fig 1), eggs are usually white to creamy yellow in colour. Under 
optimal conditions, for most tephritids, it takes around two days for larvae to 
hatch and find their way to the fleshy part of the fruit. The larval stage with its 
three instars takes approximately two or three weeks to complete, after which 
the third instar larvae exits the fruit for pupation. Pupation generally occurs in 
the soil and the pupa stage lasts for about twelve days. Once emerged, to obtain 
the required nutrients adult flies feeds on a variety of organic matters including 
honeydew, bird excrement and decaying material which are ideal sources of 
minerals, vitamins, carbohydrates and proteins, that are fundamental for survival 
and reproductive maturation. Within a week after emergence adult flies become 
sexually mature and mating followed by oviposition succeeds (Fletcher 1987).  
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Figure 1. Life cycle of the Oriental fruit fly Bactrocera dorsalis: eggs hatch in 
1-2 days, larvae development takes for about two weeks, and pupation lasts up 
to 12 days, adults emerge and mating starts within 5 days.  
Factors such as rainfall, temperature, relative humidity, photoperiod and host 
plant availability affect the distribution and population density of Tephritidae in 
general (Chen & Ye, 2007). Most Tephritidae flies, including B. dorsalis, prefers 
tropical savanna, humid continental, and subtropical and oceanic climatic zones 
and tolerate tropical rainforest and monsoon climatic zones. Predictions indicate 
the current increase in global temperature and the decrease in cold stress puts 
temperate regions at risk for B. dorsalis invasion (Sridhar et al., 2014). 
2.5 Gaps in Chemical ecology of Tephritidae 
The early discovery of parapheromone (Howlett, 1912) and its efficiency in 
attracting males fruit flies seems to have to some extent overshadowed progress 
on finding female attractants. The term parapheromone was coined to describe 
the very strong attraction by one of the sexes, similar to sex pheromones in 
insects, although the compound is not produced by either sex (Sivinski & 
Calkins, 1986).  
  
The study of the chemical ecology of Tephritidae fruit flies started as early as 
1912 when Howlett accidentally discovered male B. zonata flies attracted to 
citronella oil. Three years later he identified the active ingredient methyl eugenol 
89%
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(Howlett, 1912; Howlett, 1915). Other male lures were also discovered and 
synthesized, such as trimedlure and terpinyl acetate for Ceratitis spp. and cuelure 
for some Bactrocera, Dacus and Zeugodacus spp. such as B. tryoni, D. africanus 
and Z. cucurbitae respectively. Male Tephritidae are strongly attracted to male 
lures (Manrakhan et al., 2014). Tephritidae male lures are not produced by either 
of the sexes, but either they are found naturally from plant sources or some are 
synthesized in the lab (Sivinski & Calkins, 1986). Of Tephritidae male lures 
identified so far, methyl eugenol is the most attractive compound that 
additionally has a phagostimulant effect. Parapheromones are used extensively 
in control strategies of several Tephritidae pests. In spite of their significance, 
nothing is known about the detection circuitry that produces sexual dimorphic 
behavior to these compounds, and differences therein between species. 
Revealing the mechanism of parapheromones detection is highly relevant, as its 
understanding may provide additional tools for rationally designing baits that 
target females (Benelli et al., 2014; Tan et al., 2014). 
  
The chemical ecology of female Tephritidae is not well understood. It is known 
that female fruit flies manifest some sort of host preference, which may be 
variable depending on the region or province (Goergen et al., 2011; 
Rwomushana et al., 2008). Fruit fly species range from specialist to generalist. 
For example, B. dorsalis is generalist, but prefers mango and guava to other 
fruits, Z. cucurbitae has a preference for cucurbitaceous plants, but also oviposits 
on other fruits, and B. oleae is specialist on olives. It is not known if the mode 
of feeding and host preference is correlated with changes in the olfactory 
circuitry of Tephritidae. Maybe generalists have conserved olfactory receptor 
neurons and specialists, as observed in Drosophila sechellia, have lost some of 
these neurons on the expense of others (Dekker et al., 2006; Ibba et al., 2010). 
  
Changes in the olfactory circuitry that leads to preference may occur either in 
the periphery organs or inside the brain mainly in the antennal lobe. For instance, 
in D. sechellia the sensilla that detects methyl hexanoate, an important Morinda 
fruit odor, are more abundant on the antenna compared to its sibling D. 
melanogaster. Also in the antennal lobe, two of the glomeruli that receive the 
input from those overrepresented neurons are enlarged compared to D. 
melanogaster. This switch in morphology is correlated to D. sechellia’s 
preference to the toxic Morinda fruit (Dekker et al., 2006; Ibba et al., 2010). 
Such glomerular enlargement is also observed in larger sized worker ants of two 
closely related species Atta vollenweideri and Atta sexdens, interestingly the 
location of the enlarged glomeruli is inverted in the two species and small sized 
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ants have similar sizes of glomeruli throughout the antennal lobe (Kleineidam et 
al., 2005).  
  
In Rhagoletis pomonella, variation in sensitivity and temporal firing patterns of 
olfactory neurons is presumed to have shaped fruit preference and contributed 
to reproductive isolation and sympatric speciation (Linn et al., 2003; Olsson et 
al., 2005a; Olsson et al., 2005b). It is not known if such variation exists in other 
tephritids such as Bactrocera species and if fruit preference and attraction to 
male lures is correlated with any change in the olfactory system of Bactrocera 
flies. Different sexes of most Tephritidae behave differently in their response 
towards some sexually important odors such as pyrazines and male lures (Benelli 
et al., 2014). However, it is not clear where this dimorphism lies in the olfactory 
system. Sexual dimorphism in size of glomeruli has been observed in Hawaiian 
Drosophilidae, where the volumes of two adjacent glomeruli are 3-6 times larger 
in males than in females (Kondoh et al., 2003). Also in Manduca sexta laterally 
enlarged glomerulus only in females is associated with processing cues 
important for host location and oviposition (King et al., 2000). 
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The main objectives of the works described in this thesis were  
 
Ø To investigate the potential of Tephritidae male lures and its effect in 
intervention at small-scale and large-scale benchmark sites. 
 
Ø To develop an effective attractive blend from host odors for female B. 
dorsalis. 
 
Ø To provide a GC-EAD based fruit-odor olfactome of four Tephritidae 
pest species to four different major and minor host species to be of use 
in the rational design of novel attractants or for augmentation of existing 
ones.  
 
Ø To develop both species-specific attractants and multi-species 
attractants for tephritid fruit flies from food-baits. 
 
3 Objectives 
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4.1 Experimental insects 
4.1.1 Bactrocera dorsalis (Hendel) 
Bactrocera dorsalis (the oriental fruit fly) is an Asian origin highly invasive, 
polyphagous pest damaging a wide variety of fruits and vegetables (Duyck et 
al., 2004; Clark et al., 2005). So far it has been recorded from 478 kinds of host 
plants (USDA APHIS, 2016). It is now distributed in more than 65 tropical and 
subtropical regions including sub-Saharan Africa, Oceania and North America, 
and prefers an optimum temperature that ranges between 25 – 30 °C (Stephens 
et al., 2007; Wan et al., 2011). These flies have a strong flying capacity, very 
high dispersal potential (Chen et al., 2015), excessive reproduction ability and 
high biotic potential with females laying 1200 – 1500 eggs throughout lifetime 
(Weems et al., 2012).  
4.1.2 Bactrocera zonata (Saunders) 
Bactrocera zonata (the peach fruit fly) is also a polyphagous fruit pest native to 
South and Southeast Asia. It is a close relative and resource competitor of B. 
dorsalis, which is currently distributed in more than 20 countries including India, 
Pakistan, Mauritius, Réunion, Arabian Peninsula and North Africa. Its recent 
observation in Sudan illustrates a southward invasion threat towards sub-
Saharan regions of Africa (Satti, 2011), and to subtropical Mediterranean 
regions (Duyck et al., 2004). Just as B. dorsalis, B. zonata adults are highly 
invasive, strong fliers, and have high reproductive potential with females laying 
up to 564 eggs.  
4 Methods 
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4.1.3 Bactrocera oleae (Rossi) 
Bactrocera oleae is an African origin (Nardi et al., 2005) monophagous pest, the 
larvae of which feeds exclusively on wild and cultivated Oleae spp. (Daane & 
Johnson, 2010). It is found in countries where olive fruits are cultivated, such as 
in Southern Europe and America. Wild relatives are found in some parts of 
Southern and Eastern Africa and Réunion (Nardi et al., 2005,). Females could 
lay up to 500 eggs. 
4.1.4 Ceratitis capitata (Widemann) 
The Medfly C. capitata is a disastrous, invasive fruit pest endemic to sub-
Saharan Africa and found over a large area of Africa and South America. It has 
been introduced to the Mediterranean region and distributed throughout 
temperate, subtropical and tropical zones of the world. Ceratitis captitata is 
highly polyphagous that completes development in a wide range of hosts 353 
species of plants belonging to 67 families (Copeland et al., 2002; De Meyer et 
al., 2002; Liquido et al., 2013). Ceratitis capitata is able to tolerate colder 
climates and resist habitat fluctuations. 
4.1.5 Zeugodacus cucurbitae (Coquillett) 
The melon fruit fly, Zeugodacus cucurbitae is an agricultural pest that originated 
from Asia (De Meyer et al., 2015). It is widely distributed throughout the 
temperate, tropical and subtropical regions of the world in which the optimal 
temperature ranges between 17 °C - 33 °C (Dhillon et al., 2005; Mir et al., 2014). 
Zeugodacus cucurbitae is an oligophagous pests which has been recorded from 
more than 125 host species, however, cucumber (Cucumis sativus ) is one of the 
most preferred hosts (Dhillon et al., 2005; Piñero et al., 2006). Zeugodacus 
cucurbitae usually rests and mates on non host plants, only gravid females travel 
to host plants for oviposition. The female can lay as many as 1,000 eggs. Unlike 
other fruit flies, the larvae could develop on the placenta of the fruit and other 
plant organs such as stems, leaves, flowers and root nodules (Dhillon et al., 
2005).  
4.2 Olfactometer bioassays  
Two choice and multi-choice behavioural experiments were conducted to assess 
the behavioural responses of tephritid fruit flies to different odor sources. The 
two-choice experiment was performed using a Y-tube bioassay apparatus (Fig 
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2), whereas the multi-choice experiment was performed using custom designed 
cubic glass cage with six circular holes on the top (Fig 2).  In both setups a pump 
generated air, received through Teflon tubing, was charcoal filtered, humidified 
and controlled in a flow meter, before reaching the odor sources and carrying 
the plume towards the point where flies were released. 
 
 
 
 
 
Figure 2. Schematic design of the Y-tube and the multi-choice olfactometer 
apparatuses used in behavioral bioassays. In both setups a pump generated air, 
received through Teflon tubing, was charcoal filtered, humidified and controlled 
in a flow meter, before reaching the odor sources and carrying the plume towards 
the point where flies were released 
4.3 Electrophysiological Experiments  
Electrophysiological experiments were conducted using gas chromatography-
coupled to electroantennography detection (GC-EAD) apparatus. Flies at the 
right physiological stages were mounted by immobilizing the fly body in a 
pipette tip while letting part of the head out and exposing the antennae for 
recording. Recordings were made using Ag-AgCl glass electrodes filled with 
ringer solution. The temperature of the GC oven was programmed so that as 
temperature rose over time, samples injected were separated and split equally to 
the flame ionization detector (FID) and to the mounted antennae (EAD). Signals 
from the FID and EAD were amplified converted to a digital signal and 
displayed on a computer (Fig 3).  
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Figure 3. Schematic drawing of Gas chromatography-coupled to electro 
antennography detection (GC-EAD) apparatus. Samples injected into the 
injector joins the carrier gas and travels through the column, the effluent is then 
split into two detectors (FID) and to the fly antennae (EAD). These will be 
amplified and the output will be displayed on a computer.  
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5.1 Part 1: Effect of suppression of the invasive 
Bactrocera dorsalis on the native pest Ceratitis 
capitata 
Following rolling out an intervention program in the large commercial guava 
orchard, we observed a rapid decline of B. dorsalis during eight months of 
applying a combination of various management tools, including the use of 
parapheromones. Although this illustrates the potential of male-lure-based 
techniques for suppression of the invasive pest, the selective suppression of B. 
dorsalis caused a resurgence of native tephritid pest populations, highlighting 
the need for combinatorial tools that target several Tephritidae. We showed that 
in small scale farming systems, male annihilation alone could reduce the 
population level of B. dorsalis, but population still remains far above economic 
threshold. We also showed the attractiveness of the combined lure (CL) 
compared to its individual components (ME, TML, TA) were variable in 
commercial and smallholder orchards. In commercial orchards, the CL and the 
individual lures (TML & TA) captured similar numbers of C. capitata, which 
became dominant after suppression of B. dorsalis. Meanwhile, the presence of 
terpinyl acetate (TA) and trimedlure (TML) in the CL didn’t affect the capture 
of B. dorsalis (Fig 4). In small-scale orchards, the population of C. capitata 
captured in the CL were significantly lower than C. capitata populations 
captured in TML & TA. This could be due to the very high population of B. 
dorsalis suppressing trap entry of C. capitata in the small-scale orchard plots. 
However, there was no significant difference in the population of B. dorsalis 
captured with CL & ME (Fig 4). In agreement with our finding, traps baited with 
5 Results and Discussion 
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the combination of ME and cuelure (CUE) attracted similar numbers of Z. 
cucurbitae as CUE alone. However, when B. dorsalis populations are very 
dominant, the use of mixture of ME and CUE is not recommended (Vargas et 
al., 2000), because of trap entry interference. 
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Figure 4. Lure comparison in the commercial orchards (UAAIE, top graph) and 
smallholder orchards (Arbaminch, bottom graph). Both C. capitata and B. 
dorsalis were caught in the trap with the Combined Lure (CL). 
 
32 
 
 
Although in the small-scale orchards, application of male lure-based suppression 
reduced the B. dorsalis population, levels remained very high. This is either due 
to the gradual degradation of the lure and the killing agent (spinosad) or due to 
the high dispersive ability of the flies beyond several farmers plots or a 
combination. In mark-release-recapture study, we showed that flies dispersed 
throughout the study area, despite having ME traps at or nearby the releasing 
plot (Fig 5). The recapture rate of both green and blue marked flies was generally 
low, with those released 3 d prior to placement of the traps lower than those 
released at the same time of trap placement, particularly for traps within a 500 
m distance from the release point (Fig 5). This clearly suggests that in 
smallholders farming areas in Africa, where neighborhood farmers own a small 
orchard, fly control with male annihilation, and likely with any other technique, 
requires concerted efforts by the farmers and area-wide management.  
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Figure 5. Mark release recapture of blue and green marked B. dorsalis fruit flies 
released before and after trap set up at the small-scale farming setting. Note that 
a lake was located around 150 m East from the release point. Hence there were 
no traps in that area. Most fruit-producing farms were situated North and North 
East from the release plot. 
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5.2 Part 2: Potential of host fruit volatiles for developing 
novel female attractants 
As a first step to identify odors that attract ovipositing females to potential 
oviposition sites, we confirmed that intact fruits as well as headspace of fruits 
were attractive to males and females of B. dorsalis in an olfactometer two choice 
assay. We used GC-EAD to surface which compounds in these blends were 
detected by the B. dorsalis antenna. Recordings from distal and medio-central 
parts of the antenna showed responses to a number of compounds from each fruit 
species with a higher depolarization observed from the distal recording. All 
compounds eliciting a response from the medio-central part of the antenna also 
elicit responses from the distal part, but not vice-versa (Fig 6).  
 
 
Figure 6. Gas chromatography-coupled electroantennography detection 
responses of female Bactrocera dorsalis to ripe mango volatiles, using distal and 
medio central recordings.  
 
We constructed a GC-EAD-based fruit-odor olfactome of four Tephritidae pest 
species to four different major and minor host species. We also showed how 
these over evolutionary time have been to differing degrees conserved between 
closely and distantly related Tephritidae pests. Further, we quantified the 
sensitivities of tephritid antenna by measuring the amplitudes of antennal 
responses, and compared it with an existing database of odorant receptors of D. 
melanogaster, DoOR (Münch & Galizia, 2016). We found that compounds 
shared among several fruits tend to be detected by all tephritid fruit flies tested. 
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On the basis of these shared compounds, we subsequently designed blends that 
attracted B. dorsalis in the laboratory (Fig 7).  
 
 
 
Figure 7. A heat map from left to right shows 1) CAS number to the compounds, 
2) functional classes of the compounds 3) sensitivity of the for fruit fly species 
(B. dorsalis, B. zonata, C. capitata and Z. cucurbitae) to compounds in the four 
fruits (mango, guava, orange and banana) with the FID area in white, and 4) 
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olfactory response of D. melanogaster to the compounds. The chemical groups 
include Alkane (light blue), Ester (dark blue), Terpenoid (light green) and other 
(dark green). The average relative sensitivity of the fly’s antennae ranges from 
light gray (0) to dark pink (>6 mv).  The olfactory receptors response of D. 
melanogaster increases from dark to pink, white bar indicates compounds not 
present in the DoOR database.  
5.3 Part 3: Potential of food-baits to develop novel 
female tephritid attractants 
Based on antennal responses we provide an approach to the development of 
protein-based synthetic lures, using five tephritid species to identify 13 
physiologically active compounds from food-based fermentation products (Fig 
8). Each species tested has a unique response profile to the compounds, and 
species-specific blends of synthetic compounds were formulated. The specific 
blend for B. dorsalis (dorsablend) was highly attractive in the laboratory, while 
the other species (B. zonata, C. capitata and Z. cucurbitae) responded variably 
to their own specific blends. Translation of the dorsablend from laboratory to 
field trials was not as expected, but traps baited with dorsablend were selective 
to females of B. dorsalis, and it is a promising start to the development of a 
highly specific bait trap.  
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Figure 8. Gas chromatography-coupled electroantennography detection 
response of the five species of Tephritidae pests tested to the headspace extract 
of the mixture of food-based lures.  
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In an ecosystem where more than one species of tephritid fruit fly pests are 
problems, targeting a single pest unlikely results in fruit protection. This 
suggests that there is an urgent need to develop a sustainable and 
environmentally safe method that suppresses multiple tephritid pests from a fruit 
fly infested area. It has been shown that different male lures could potentially be 
combined in a single trap and can be used at least in orchards where pests exist 
at equilibrium (Vargas et al., 2000 and Chapter I). Still, for pests whose females 
initiate the damage, male annihilation alone may not be sufficient. Therefore, 
future researches should focus on developing a single bait that attracts females 
of multiple tephritid species. Not only this makes control systems economical, 
but also avoids competition outbreaks as a result of suppressing a single pest.  
 
What mechanisms are involved in attracting male tephritds to a single compound 
such as methyl eugenol? And why is there no such compound that attract female 
fruit flies? These are two very important questions, which, if examined properly, 
could potentially change current tephritid chemical ecology research 
approaches. We now know that the maxillary palpae of tephritid fruit flies is 
very important in detecting pheromones and parapheromones of different types 
(unpublished data). But, this detection is not solely through the palpae, the 
antennae also detect parapheromones and pheromones. The search for female 
attractants should also focus on compounds detected by the palpae, and should 
include an exploration of functional divergence of the antennal versus palpal 
detection. The paucity of studies on the palpae may be a reason why tephritid 
research conducted in the laboratory are not one-to-one translatable to the field 
(Chapter III).  
 
The importance of fruit volatiles or fermented volatiles in attraction of fruit flies 
is an old discovery, however progress in this area seems to have been slackened 
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due to the discovery of efficient male attractants (parapheromones). In this 
thesis, based on our results, we speculate that shared volatile compounds of hosts 
are doorways for polyphagous fruit flies, that is, it may indicate the presence of 
some sort of substrate for oviposition or lekking, and non-shared or fruit specific 
volatiles might be used for further fine-tuning the niche of a species. This, 
however, needs to be studied further and the database and methods produced in 
this thesis (Chapters II & III) could be used as a framework.  
 
 
 
40 
 
Adandonon, A., Vayssières, J. F., Sinzogan, A., and Mele, P. V. (2009). Density of 
pheromone sources of the weaver ant Oecophylla longinoda affects oviposition 
behaviour and damage by mango fruit flies (Diptera: Tephritidae). International 
Journal of Pest Management 55, 285–292. doi:10.1080/09670870902878418. 
Aktar, W., Sengupta, D., and Chowdhury, A. (2009). Impact of pesticides use in 
agriculture: their benefits and hazards. Interdisciplinary Toxicology 2, 1–12. 
doi:10.2478/v10102-009-0001-7. 
Badii, K. B., Billah, M. K., Nuamah, K. A., Ofori, D. O., and Nyarko, G. (2015). Review 
of the pest status, economic impact and management of fruit-infesting flies 
(Diptera: Tephritidae) in Africa. African Journal of Agricultural Research 10, 
1488–1498. doi:10.5897/ajar2014.9278. 
Barclay, H. J., Mcinnis, D., and Hendrichs, J. (2014). Modelling the area-wide 
integration of male annihilation and the simultaneous release of methyl eugenol-
exposed Bactrocera spp. sterile males. Annals of the Entomological Society of 
America 107, 97–112. doi:10.1603/an13010. 
Benelli, G., Daane, K. M., Canale, A., Niu, C. Y., Messing, R. H., and Vargas, R. I. 
(2014). Sexual communication and related behaviours in Tephritidae: current 
knowledge and potential applications for Integrated Pest Management. Journal 
of Pest Science 87, 385–405. doi:10.1007/s10340-014-0577-3. 
Broeck, G. V. D., and Maertens, M. (2016). Horticultural exports and food security in 
developing countries. Global Food Security 10, 11–20. doi: 
10.1016/j.gfs.2016.07.007. 
Castillo, M. A., Moya, P., Hernández, E., and Primo-Yúfera, E. (2000). Susceptibility 
of Ceratitis capitata Wiedemann (Diptera: Tephritidae) to entomopathogenic 
fungi and their extracts. Biological Control 19, 274–282. 
doi:10.1006/bcon.2000.0867. 
References 
41 
 
Charles, H., and Dukes, J. S. (2008). Impacts of invasive species on ecosystem services. 
Ecological Studies Biological Invasions, 217–237. doi:10.1007/978-3-540-
36920-2_13. 
Chen, P., and Ye, H. (2007). Population dynamics of Bactrocera dorsalis (Diptera: 
Tephritidae) and analysis of factors influencing populations in Baoshanba, 
Yunnan, China. Entomological Science 10, 141–147. doi:10.1111/j.1479-
8298.2007.00208. x. 
Chen, M., Chen, P., Ye, H., Yuan, R., Wang, X., and Xu, J. (2015). Flight capacity of 
Bactrocera dorsalis (Diptera: Tephritidae) adult females based on flight mill 
studies and flight muscle ultrastructure. Journal of Insect Science 15, 141. 
doi:10.1093/jisesa/iev124. 
Christenson, L. D. (1963). The male annihilation technique in the control of fruit flies. 
Advances in Chemistry New Approaches to Pest Control and Eradication, 31–
35. doi:10.1021/ba-1963-0041.ch003. 
Clarke, A. R., Armstrong, K. F., Carmichael, A. E., Milne, J. R., Raghu, S., Roderick, 
G. K., et al. (2005). Invasive phytophagous pests arising through a recent tropical 
evolutionary radiation: The Bactrocera dorsalis complex of fruit flies. Annual 
Review of Entomology 50, 293–319. doi: 
10.1146/annurev.ento.50.071803.130428. 
Copeland, R. S., Wharton, R. A., Luke, Q., and Meyer, M. D. (2002). Indigenous hosts 
of Ceratitis capitata (Diptera:Tephritidae) in Kenya. Annals of the 
Entomological Society of America 95, 672–694. doi:10.1603/0013-
8746(2002)095[0672: ihoccd]2.0.co;2. 
Daane, K. M., and Johnson, M. W. (2010). Olive fruit fly: managing an ancient pest in 
modern times. Annual Review of Entomology 55, 151–169. doi: 
10.1146/annurev.ento.54.110807.090553. 
De Meyer, M., Copeland, R. S., Wharton, R. A., McPheron, B. A., and Barnes, B. N. 
(2002, May). On the geographic origin of the Medfly Ceratitis capitata 
(Weidemann)(Diptera: Tephritidae). In Proceedings of the 6th International 
Fruit Fly Symposium, Stellenbosch, South Africa (pp. 45-53). 
De Meyer, M. D., Robertson, M., Mansell, M., Ekesi, S., Tsuruta, K., Mwaiko, W., et 
al. (2009). Ecological niche and potential geographic distribution of the invasive 
fruit fly Bactrocera invadens (Diptera, Tephritidae). Bulletin of Entomological 
Research 100, 35. doi:10.1017/s0007485309006713. 
De Meyer, M., Delatte, H., Mwatawala, M., Quilici, S., Vayssières, J.F. and Virgilio, 
M., (2015). A review of the current knowledge on Zeugodacus cucurbitae 
(Coquillett)(Diptera, Tephritidae) in Africa, with a list of species included in 
Zeugodacus. ZooKeys, (540), p.539. 
42 
 
Deguine, J.-P., Atiama-Nurbel, T., and Quilici, S. (2011). Net choice is key to the 
augmentorium technique of fruit fly sequestration and parasitoid release. Crop 
Protection 30, 198–202. doi: 10.1016/j.cropro.2010.10.007. 
Dekker, T., Ibba, I., Siju, K., Stensmyr, M. C., and Hansson, B. S. (2006). Olfactory 
Shifts Parallel Superspecialism for toxic fruit in Drosophila melanogaster 
sibling, D. sechellia. Current Biology 16, 101–109. doi: 
10.1016/j.cub.2005.11.075. 
Dessie, B. (2014). Species composition, population dynamics and relative economic 
importance of fruit flies (Diptera: Tephritoidea) on guava, mango and citrus at 
Upper Awash River Valley. PhD Dissertation, Haramaya University, Ethiopia. 
Dhillon, M., Singh, R., Naresh, J., and Sharma, H. (2005). The melon fruit fly, 
Bactrocera cucurbitae: A review of its biology and management. Journal of 
Insect Science 5. doi:10.1093/jis/5.1.40. 
Dimbi, S., Maniania, N. K., Lux, S. A., Ekesi, S., and Mueke, J. K. (2003). 
Pathogenicity of Metarhizium anisopliae (Metsch.) Sorokin and Beauveria 
bassiana (Balsamo) Vuillemin, to three adult fruit fly species: Ceratitis capitata 
(Weidemann), C. rosa var. fasciventris Karsch and C. cosyra (Walker) (Diptera: 
Tephritidae). Mycopathologia156, 375–382. doi:10.1023/b: 
myco.0000003579.48647.16. 
Drew, R. (1987). Reduction in fruit-fly (Tephritidae, Dacinae) populations in their 
endemic rain-forest habitat by frugivorous vertebrates. Australian Journal of 
Zoology 35, 283. doi:10.1071/zo9870283. 
Drew, R. A. I., and Yuval, B. (1999). The evolution of fruit fly feeding behavior. Fruit 
Flies (Tephritidae), 731–749. doi:10.1201/9781420074468.ch27. 
Duyck, P. F., David, P., and Quilici, S. (2004). A review of relationships between 
interspecific competition and invasions in fruit flies (Diptera: Tephritidae). 
Ecological Entomology 29, 511–520. doi:10.1111/j.0307-6946.2004.00638.x. 
Ekesi, S., Maniania, N. K., and Lux, S. A. (2002). Mortality in three African tephritid 
fruit fly puparia and adults caused by the entomopathogenic fungi, Metarhizium 
anisopliae and Beauveria bassiana. Biocontrol Science and Technology 12, 7–
17. doi:10.1080/09583150120093077. 
Ekesi, S., Dimbi, S., Maniania, N.K. and Maniania, N.K., (2007). The role of 
entomopathogenic fungi in the integrated management of tephritid fruit flies 
(Diptera: Tephritidae) with emphasis on species occurring in Africa. Use of 
Entomopathogenic Fungi in Biological Pest Management pp. 239–274. 
Ekesi, S., Billah, M. K., Nderitu, P. W., Lux, S. A., and Rwomushana, I. (2009). 
Evidence for competitive displacement of Ceratitis cosyra by the invasive fruit 
fly Bactrocera invadens (Diptera: Tephritidae) on mango and mechanisms 
43 
 
contributing to the displacement. Journal of Economic Entomology 102, 981–
991. doi:10.1603/029.102.0317. 
Ekesi, S. (2010) Combating fruit flies in eastern and southern Africa (COFESA): 
elements of a strategy and action plan for regional cooperation program. 
Available at: http://www.globalhort.org 
Ekesi, S., Chabi-Olaye, A., Subramanian, S., and Borgemeister, C. (2011). Horticultural 
pest management and the African economy: successes, challenges and 
opportunities in a changing global environment. Acta Horticulturae, 165–183. 
doi:10.17660/actahortic.2011.911.17. 
Ekesi, S., Meyer, M. D., Mohamed, S. A., Virgilio, M., and Borgemeister, C. (2016). 
Taxonomy, ecology, and management of native and exotic fruit fly species in 
Africa. Annual Review of Entomology 61, 219–238. doi:10.1146/annurev-ento-
010715-023603. 
Epsky, N. D., Kendra, P. E., and Schnell, E. Q. (2014). History and development of 
food-based attractants. Trapping and the Detection, Control, and Regulation of 
Tephritid Fruit Flies, 75–118. doi:10.1007/978-94-017-9193-9_3. 
Fletcher, B. (1987). The biology of Dacine fruit flies. Annual Review of Entomology 32, 
115–144. doi: 10.1146/annurev.ento.32.1.115. 
Godfray, H. C. J., Beddington, J. R., Crute, I. R., Haddad, L., Lawrence, D., Muir, J. F., 
et al. (2010). Food security: the challenge of feeding 9 billion people. Science 
327, 812–818. doi:10.1126/science.1185383. 
Goergen, G., Vayssières, J.-F., Gnanvossou, D., and Tindo, M. (2011). Bactrocera 
invadens (Diptera: Tephritidae), a new invasive fruit fly pest for the Afrotropical 
region: host plant range and distribution in west and central Africa. 
Environmental Entomology 40, 844–854. doi:10.1603/en11017. 
 Hendrichs, M. A., and Hendrichs, J. (1998). Perfumed to be killed: interception of 
Mediterranean fruit fly (Diptera: Tephritidae) sexual signaling by predatory 
foraging wasps (Hymenoptera: Vespidae). Annals of the Entomological Society 
of America 91, 228–234. doi:10.1093/aesa/91.2.228. 
Howlett, F. M. (1912). VII. The effect of oil of citronella on two species of Dacus. 
Ecological Entomology, 60(2), pp.412-8. doi:10.1111/j.1365-2311. 
1912.tb03101. x. 
Howlett, F. M. (1915). Chemical reactions of fruit-flies. Bulletin of Entomological 
Research, 6(3), pp.297-305. doi:10.1017/s0007485300043571. 
Ibba, I., Angioy, A.M., Hansson, B.S. and Dekker, T., (2010). Macroglomeruli for fruit 
odors change blend preference in Drosophila. Naturwissenschaften, 97(12), 
pp.1059-1066. doi: 10.1007/s00114-010-0727-2. 
International Society for Horticultural Science (2015). Available at: 
http://www.ishs.org/acta-horticulturae [Accessed August 2, 2017]. 
44 
 
Ittersum, M. K. V., Bussel, L. G. J. V., Wolf, J., Grassini, P., Wart, J. V., Guilpart, N., 
et al. (2016). Can sub-Saharan Africa feed itself? Proceedings of the National 
Academy of Sciences 113, 14964–14969. doi:10.1073/pnas.1610359113. 
Joosten, M., Youri, D., Yared, S. and Ruerd, R. (2015). How does the fruit and 
vegetable sector contribute to food and nutrition security? Wageningen, LEI 
Wageningen UR (University & Research centre), LEI Nota 2015-076.  
King, J. R., Christensen, T. A., and Hildebrand, J. G. (2000). Response characteristics 
of an identified, sexually dimorphic olfactory glomerulus. Journal of 
Neuroscience, 20(6), pp. 2391-2399.  
Kleineidam, C.J., Obermayer, M., Halbich, W. and Rössler, W., (2005). A 
macroglomerulus in the antennal lobe of leaf-cutting ant workers and its possible 
functional significance. Chemical Senses, 30(5), pp.383-392. 
https://doi.org/10.1093/chemse/bji033.  
Kondoh, Y., Kaneshiro, K. Y., Kimura, K., and Yamamoto, D. (2003). Evolution of 
sexual dimorphism in the olfactory brain of Hawaiian Drosophila. Proceedings 
of the Royal Society B: Biological Sciences 270, 1005–1013. 
doi:10.1098/rspb.2003.2331. 
Leblanc, L., Vargas, R. I., and Rubinoff, D. (2010a). A comparison of non-target 
captures in BioLure and liquid protein food lures in Hawaii. Proceedings of the 
Hawaiian Entomological Society 42, 15-22. doi: 
http://hdl.handle.net/10125/19913 
 Leblanc, L., Vargas, R. I., and Rubinoff, D. (2010b). Attraction of Ceratitis capitata 
(Diptera: Tephritidae) and endemic and introduced non-target insects to BioLure 
bait and its individual components in Hawaii. Environmental Entomology 39, 
989–998. doi:10.1603/en09287. 
Leblanc, L., Vargas, R. I., and Rubinoff, D. (2010c). Captures of pest fruit flies 
(Diptera: Tephritidae) and non-target insects in BioLure and Torula yeast traps 
in Hawaii. Environmental Entomology 39, 1626–1630. doi:10.1603/en10090. 
Linn, C., Feder, J. L., Nojima, S., Dambroski, H. R., Berlocher, S. H., and Roelofs, W. 
(2003). Fruit odor discrimination and sympatric host race formation in 
Rhagoletis. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 100, 11490–
11493. doi:10.1073/pnas.1635049100. 
Liquido, N.J., Barr, P.G. and Cunningham, R.T. (2013). MEDHOST, an encyclopedic 
bibliography of the host plants of the Mediterranean fruit fly, Ceratitis capitata 
(Wiedemann), version 1. Fruit fly expert identification system and systematic 
information database, Diptera dissemination disk, 1. 
Manrakhan, A., Kilian, J., Daneel, J.-H., and Mwatawala, M. (2014). Sensitivity of 
Bactrocera invadens (Diptera: Tephritidae) to methyl eugenol. African 
Entomology 22, 445–447. doi:10.4001/003.022.0216. 
45 
 
McQuate, G. T., and Follett, P. A. (2006). Use of attractants to suppress oriental fruit 
fly and Cryptophlebia spp. in Litchi. Hawaiian Entomological Society 
Proceedings. 38, 27-40. Available at: http://hdl.handle.net/10125/118 [Accessed 
August 27, 2017]. 
Mir, S. H., Dar, S. A., Mir, G. M., and Ahmad, S. B. (2014). Biology of Bactrocera 
cucurbitae (Diptera: Tephritidae) on cucumber. Florida Entomologist 97, 753–
758. doi:10.1653/024.097.0257. 
Moran, E. V., and Alexander, J. M. (2014). Evolutionary responses to global change: 
lessons from invasive species. Ecology Letters 17, 637–649. 
doi:10.1111/ele.12262. 
Münch, D., and Galizia, C. G. (2016). DoOR 2.0 - Comprehensive Mapping of 
Drosophila melanogaster Odorant Responses. Scientific Reports 6. 
doi:10.1038/srep21841. 
Nardi, F., Carapelli, A., Dallai, R., Roderick, G. K., and Frati, F. (2005). Population 
structure and colonization history of the olive fly, Bactrocera oleae (Diptera, 
Tephritidae). Molecular Ecology 14, 2729–2738. doi:10.1111/j.1365-
294x.2005.02610. x. 
Olsson, S. B., Linn, C. E., and Roelofs, W. L. (2005a). The chemosensory basis for 
behavioral divergence involved in sympatric host shifts. I. Characterizing 
olfactory receptor neuron classes responding to key host volatiles. Journal of 
Comparative Physiology A 192, 279–288. doi:10.1007/s00359-005-0069-2. 
Olsson, S. B., Jr, C. E. L., and Roelofs, W. L. (2005b). The chemosensory basis for 
behavioral divergence involved in sympatric host shifts II: olfactory receptor 
neuron sensitivity and temporal firing pattern to individual key host volatiles. 
Journal of Comparative Physiology A 192, 289–300. doi:10.1007/s00359-005-
0066-5. 
Ordax, M., Piquer-Salcedo, J. E., Santander, R. D., Sabater-Muñoz, B., Biosca, E. G., 
López, M. M., et al. (2015). Medfly Ceratitis capitata as potential vector for fire 
blight pathogen Erwinia amylovora: survival and transmission. Plos One 10. 
doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0127560. 
Peacock, L. and Worner, S. P. (2008). Biological and ecological traits that assist 
establishment of alien invasive insects. New Zealand Plant Protection, 61, pp.1-
7. 
Pickett, J., Wadhams, L., and Woodcock, C.M. (1997). Developing sustainable pest 
control from chemical ecology. Agriculture, ecosystems & Environment 64, 
149–156. doi:10.1016/s0167-8809(97)00033-9. 
Piet V., Marc S., Juergen G., Timoteos H., Rem N. and Heinz G. (Eds.) (2012). Pro-
Poor Value Chain Development: Private Sector-Led Innovative Practices in 
Ethiopia, SNV Netherlands Development Organisation, Addis Ababa, Ethiopia 
46 
 
Piñero, J. C., Jácome, I., Vargas, R., and Prokopy, R. J. (2006). Response of female 
melon fly, Bactrocera cucurbitae, to host-associated visual and olfactory 
stimuli. Entomologia Experimentalis et Applicata 121, 261–269. 
doi:10.1111/j.1570-8703.2006.00485.x. 
Piñero, J. C., Mau, R. F. L., and Vargas, R. I. (2009). Managing Oriental fruit fly 
(Diptera: Tephritidae), with spinosad-based protein bait sprays and sanitation in 
papaya orchards in Hawaii. Journal of Economic Entomology 102, 1123–1132. 
doi:10.1603/029.102.0334. 
Prokopy, R.J., Miller, N.W., Piñero, J.C., Barry, J.D., Tran, L.C., Oride, L. and Vargas, 
R.I. (2003). Effectiveness of GF-120 fruit fly bait spray applied to border area 
plants for control of melon flies (Diptera: Tephritidae). Journal of Economic 
Entomology, 96(5), pp.1485-1493. https://doi.org/10.1603/0022-0493-
96.5.1485. 
Quilici, S., Atiama-Nurbel, T., and Brévault, T. (2014). Plant odors as fruit fly 
attractants. Trapping and the Detection, Control, and Regulation of Tephritid 
Fruit Flies, 119–144. doi:10.1007/978-94-017-9193-9_4. 
Rwomushana, I., Ekesi, S., Gordon, I., and Ogol, C. K. (2008). Host plants and host 
plant preference studies for Bactrocera invadens (Diptera: Tephritidae) in 
Kenya, a New Invasive Fruit Fly Species in Africa. Annals of the Entomological 
Society of America 101, 331–340. doi:10.1603/0013-8746(2008)101[331: 
hpahpp]2.0.co;2. 
Sarwar, M. (2015) Cultural measures as management option against fruit flies pest 
(Tephritidae: Diptera) in garden or farm and territories. International Journal of 
Animal Biology 5, 165-171 http://www.aiscience.org/journal/ijab| 
Satti, A. (2011). Alien insect species affecting agriculture and natural resources in 
Sudan. Agriculture and Biology Journal of North America 2, 1208–1221. 
doi:10.5251/abjna.2011.2.8.1208.1221. 
Schutze, M. K., Aketarawong, N., Amornsak, W., Armstrong, K. F., Augustinos, A. A., 
Barr, N., et al. (2015). Synonymization of key pest species within the Bactrocera 
dorsalis species complex (Diptera: Tephritidae): taxonomic changes based on a 
review of 20 years of integrative morphological, molecular, cytogenetic, 
behavioural and chemoecological data. Systematic Entomology 40, 456–471. 
doi:10.1111/syen.12113. 
Schutze, M. K., Virgilio, M., Norrbom, A., and Clarke, A. R. (2017). Tephritid 
integrative taxonomy: where we are now, with a focus on the resolution of three 
tropical fruit fly species complexes. Annual Review of Entomology 62, 147–164. 
doi:10.1146/annurev-ento-031616-035518. 
Shelly, T. E., Edu, J., and Mcinnis, D. (2010). Pre-release consumption of methyl 
eugenol increases the mating competitiveness of sterile males of the Oriental 
47 
 
fruit fly, Bactrocera dorsalis, in large field enclosures. Journal of Insect Science 
10, 1–16. doi:10.1673/031.010.0801. 
Sivinski, J. M., and Calkins, C. (1986). Pheromones and parapheromones in the control 
of Tephritids. The Florida Entomologist 69, 157. doi:10.2307/3494757. 
Sridhar, V., Verghese, A., Vinesh, L. S., Jayashankar, M. and Kamala Jayanthi, P. D. 
(2014). CLIMEX simulated predictions of oriental fruit fly, Bactrocera dorsalis 
(Hendel) (Diptera: Tephritidae) geographical distribution under climate change 
situations in India. Current Science, 106(12):1702–1710 
Stephens, A., Kriticos, D., and Leriche, A. (2007). The current and future potential 
geographical distribution of the oriental fruit fly, Bactrocera dorsalis (Diptera: 
Tephritidae). Bulletin of Entomological Research 97, 369. 
doi:10.1017/s0007485307005044 
Tan, K. H., Nishida, R., Jang, E. B., and Shelly, T. E. (2014). Pheromones, Male Lures, 
and Trapping of Tephritid Fruit Flies. Trapping and the Detection, Control, and 
Regulation of Tephritid Fruit Flies, 15–74. doi:10.1007/978-94-017-9193-9_2. 
Tilman, D., Balzer, C., Hill, J., and Befort, B. L. (2011). Global food demand and the 
sustainable intensification of agriculture. Proceedings of the National Academy 
of Sciences 108, 20260–20264. doi:10.1073/pnas.1116437108. 
Tontisirin, K., Nantel, G., and Bhattacharjee, L. (2002). Food-based strategies to meet 
the challenges of micronutrient malnutrition in the developing world. 
Proceedings of the Nutrition Society 61, 243–250. doi:10.1079/pns2002155. 
USDA APHIS, (2016). | Fruit Fly Host Lists and Host Assessments. Available at: 
https://www.aphis.usda.gov/aphis/ourfocus/planthealth/plant-pest-and-disease-
programs/pests-and-diseases/fruit-flies/host-lists [Accessed August 28, 2017]. 
Van Mele, P. V., Vayssières, J. F., Tellingen, E. V., and Vrolijks, J. (2007). Effects of 
an African weaver ant, Oecophylla longinoda, in controlling mango fruit flies 
(Diptera: Tephritidae) in Benin. Journal of Economic Entomology 100, 695–
701. doi:10.1603/0022-0493(2007)100[695: eoaawa]2.0.co;2. 
Van Mele, P. V., Vayssieres, J. F., Adandonon, A., and Sinzogan, A. (2009). Ant cues 
affect the oviposition behaviour of fruit flies (Diptera: Tephritidae) in Africa. 
Physiological Entomology 34, 256–261. doi:10.1111/j.1365-3032.2009.00685. 
x. 
Vargas, R.I., Stark, J.D., Uchida, G.K. and Purcell, M. (1993). Opiine parasitoids 
(Hymenoptera: Braconidae) of oriental fruit fly (Diptera: Tephritidae) on Kauai 
island, Hawaii: island wide relative abundance and parasitism rates in wild and 
orchard guava habitats. Environmental Entomology, 22(1), pp.246-253. 
https://doi.org/10.1093/ee/22.1.246. 
Vargas, R. I., Stark, J. D., Kido, M. H., Ketter, H. M., and Whitehand, L. C. (2000). 
Methyl eugenol and Cue-Lure traps for suppression of male Oriental fruit flies 
48 
 
and melon flies (Diptera: Tephritidae) in Hawaii: effects of lure mixtures and 
weathering. Journal of Economic Entomology 93, 81–87. doi:10.1603/0022-
0493-93.1.81. 
Vargas, R. I., Piñero, J. C., Mau, R. F. L., Stark, J. D., Hertlein, M., Mafra-Neto, A., et 
al. (2009). Attraction and mortality of oriental fruit flies to SPLAT-MAT-methyl 
eugenol with spinosad. Entomologia Experimentalis et Applicata 131, 286–293. 
doi:10.1111/j.1570-7458.2009.00853. x. 
Vargas, R. I., Shelly, T. E., Leblanc, L., and Piñero, J. C. (2010). Recent advances in 
methyl eugenol and Cue-Lure technologies for fruit fly detection, monitoring, 
and control in Hawaii. Vitamins &amp; Hormones Pheromones, 575–595. 
doi:10.1016/s0083-6729(10)83023-7. 
Vargas, R. I., Stark, J. D., Banks, J., Leblanc, L., Manoukis, N. C., and Peck, S. (2013). 
Spatial dynamics of two Oriental fruit fly (Diptera: Tephritidae) parasitoids, 
Fopius arisanus and Diachasmimorpha longicaudata (Hymenoptera: 
Braconidae), in a guava Orchard in Hawaii. Environmental Entomology 42, 888–
901. doi:10.1603/en12274. 
Vayssières, J. F., Korie, S., and Ayegnon, D. (2009). Correlation of fruit fly (Diptera 
Tephritidae) infestation of major mango cultivars in Borgou (Benin) with abiotic 
and biotic factors and assessment of damage. Crop Protection 28, 477–488. doi: 
10.1016/j.cropro.2009.01.010. 
Verghese, A., Tandon, P., and Stonehouse, J. M. (2004). Economic evaluation of the 
integrated management of the oriental fruit fly Bactrocera dorsalis (Diptera: 
Tephritidae) in mango in India. Crop Protection 23, 61–63. doi:10.1016/s0261-
2194(03)00087-5. 
Wan, X., Nardi, F., Zhang, B., and Liu, Y. (2011). The Oriental fruit fly, Bactrocera 
dorsalis, in China: origin and gradual inland range expansion associated with 
population growth. PLoS ONE 6. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.0025238. 
Weems, H.V., Heppner, J.B., Nation, J.L., and Fasulo, T.R. (2012) Oriental fruit fly, 
Bactrocera dorsalis (Hendel) (Insecta: Diptera: Tephritidae). University of 
Florida, Gainesville, FL 32611. available at 
http://citeseerx.ist.psu.edu/viewdoc/download?doi=10.1.1.489.386&rep=rep1&
type=pdf   
Weinberger, K., and Lumpkin, T. A. (2007). Diversification into horticulture and 
poverty reduction: A Research Agenda. World Development 35, 1464–1480. 
doi: 10.1016/j.worlddev.2007.05.002. 
Whitney, K. D., and Gabler, C. A. (2008). Rapid evolution in introduced species, 
‘invasive traits’ and recipient communities: challenges for predicting invasive 
potential. Diversity and Distributions 14, 569–580. doi:10.1111/j.1472-
4642.2008.00473. x. 
49 
 
World Population Prospects (2017). - Population Division United Nations. Available 
at: https://esa.un.org/unpd/wpp/Publications/Files/WPP2017 [Accessed August 
17, 2017]. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  
50 
 
I give thanks to you, Lord God Almighty, through you all things were made; 
without you, nothing was made that has been made. 
 
Teun Dekker: I am so grateful that you took me under your supervision. You are a 
fantastic supervisor and a friend. It would be impossible to count all the ways that 
you have helped me in my career. I will forever be grateful for your guidance and 
kindness. I am also very grateful to you and your family for several unforgettable 
invitations to social events. God bless you!  
 
Miriam Frida Karlsson: I am very thankful for all valuable discussions we had 
since the beginning of my career. I wish you were here in Alnarp throughout my 
Ph.D. Thanks to you and Aman for the bike ride and unforgettable experiences in 
Malmö.  
 
Ylva Hillbur: If it was not for you and for the late Dr. Emiru, I may not have been 
here. Many thanks for you have started the Linnaeus palme collaboration exchange 
program with my home University, that has opened the future for me, my wife and 
many other Ethiopians.  
 
Thanks to all members of the chemical ecology unit: professors Rickard, Sharon, 
Göran, Peter Andersson, Fredrik, Peter Witzgall, Marie, Mattias, Paul and 
William and to be professors: Francisco, Santosh, Ben, Elsa, Alex, Lucie, Mikael, 
Veronica, Marit, Adrian, Anais, Peter, Maria and Elin. Thanks also to Rita 
Larsson and Elisabeth Marling. Special thanks to the Tephritidae group Fikira, 
Ilich, Sebastian, Marco, I am particularly grateful for the significant contribution 
given by Seb and Joel. Thanks Ilich for the schematic drawings. 
 
Tadiwos Woldehanna, Goitom Dejene and Haimanot Teklemariam: Thanks for 
the hard work. 
 
Agenor Mafra-Neto: Thanks to you and your family, I can't tell you how much I 
appreciated your kindness in letting me stay at your home. I would also like to thank 
all members of ISCA particularly Josh, Jonathan, Jessica, Brittany, Rodrigo, Adam 
& William. 
Acknowledgements 
51 
 
 
Jan-Erik Englund: Thanks for your advice on the statistics. 
 
Anders and Barbro: Thanks for inviting me in several occasions for delicious meal 
and interesting discussion. Barbrob: I appreciate your help on proof reading my 
thesis! 
 
All members of Betel church (Pyngstkyrka) thanks for your kindness and love. 
 
My friends in Alnarp: Dr. Mulatu, Sewalem, Kibrom & Mengistu thanks to you 
and your families for being there for me when I needed it the most.  
 
ውድ አባቴ በቅርቡ በስጋ ብትለየኝም በመንፈስ ከኔ ጋር እንዳለህ ይሰማኛል። ለምን እንዳልተገለጸልኝ 
ባይገባኝም ምንም አላደረክልኝም ብዬ እሞግትህ ነበር። ነገር ግን ቄስ ሆነህ መምህር፥መምህር ሆነህ 
ፖሊስ፥ ፖሊስ ሆነህ ገበሬ፥ ገበሬ ሆነህ ሸማኔ፥ ሸማኔ ሆነህ ነጋዴ፥ ለምን ይሄን ሁሉ እንደነበርክ አሁን 
ገብቶኛል። አመሰግናለሁ!  
 
ውዷ እናቴ አየለች ወልደዮሐንስ አንቺን ለማመስገን ቃላቶች በቂ አይደሉም። አንድን ልጅ እንኳን 
በስርዐት ማሳደግ እንዴት ከባድ እንደሆነ ሁሉ ያውቃል። አንቺ ግን 2, 4, 6, 8 ልጆችን እንዲሁም የልጅ 
ልጆችን በፍቅር አሳድገሽ ለዚህ አብቅተሽናል። ምስጋና ያንስብሻል! እድሜና ጤና ይስጥልኝ! 
 
ጤንነት ደጀኔ (ሚሚ) የሲጃራ ፋብሪካ ድንችና ቀይስር በዳቦ፥ ይዘሽልኝ የምትመጪው ወተት ከዛም 
አልፎ ደሞ ለኮካ እፈልጥሽ እንደነበር አልረሳሁትም። እኔ የምልሽ ይሄን ሁላ ግን በዛች ደሞዝ እንዴት? 
አመሰግናለሁ! ትዕግስት ደጀኔ (ቲጂ) ያቺን ሱቅ ባትከፍቺያት ኖሮ ልጅነቴ እንዴት ይጥመኝ ነበር። ከ 
ኮምፕዩተር ጋርም የተዋወቁት አንቺ ከፍለሽልኝ እንደሆነ አልረሳሁትም። አመሰግናለሁ! መንበረ ደጀኔ 
መንቢ አዝለሽ እንዳሳደግሽኝ ሰምቻለው። ልጅ ሆኜ ቤተክርስትያን እየወሰድሽ ስታቆርቢኝ እንደነበርም 
ትዝ ይለኛል። ከ ጌታችን ስጋና ደም በላይ ምን ስጦታ አለ! አመሰግናለሁ! ስንቅነሽ ደጀኔ ስንቄ ከልጅሽ 
ሳትለዪ ስላለበስሽኝ፥ ባንበሳ ጫማ ስላጫማሽኝ አመሰግናለሁ! አልማዝ ደጀኔ ቴቴ ልደታ በመጣች 
ቁጥር ሳንቲም አስለምደሽኝ የደሞዝሽን ቀን ካንቺ ይልቅ እኔ እናፍቀው ነበር። አመሰግናለሁ! አስናቀች 
ደጀኔ አስኔ የታላላቆቼ አጎት ስላደረግሽኝ አመሰግናለሁ!  
 
ጥላሁን ደጀኔ ሲስ እግዚያብሔር ፈቅዶ ካንተ ጋር ባልኖር ህይወቴ አሁን የያዘውን መስመር ላይዝ ይችል 
ነበር። ካንተ ብዙ ተምሬያለሁ፥ እምነትን፥ ፍቅርን፥ ጽናትን፥ ጸሎትን እንዲሁም ወጥ መስራትን። 
በንቅልፋምነቴ አስቸግርህ እንደነበር መቼም አትረሳውም። እንዴት ይረሳል? ከጊዮርጊስ ስትመለስ 
እንቅልፍ ላይ ሆኜ ስታንኳኳ ስለማልሰማህ ማሪያም ትሄድ ነበር እኮ። አንድ ጊዜ እንደውም ቤቱን 
ሰብራችሁ ገብታችሁ እስክትቀሰቅሱኝ የሞት ያህል ተኝቼ ነበር። ከማስጠናት አልፈህ የትምህርቴንም 
ክፍያ ባትከፍልልኝኝ እንዴት እዚ እደርስ ነበር? አመሰግናለሁ! ተሾመ ደጀኔ ተሼ ለኔ ብቻ ሳይሆን 
ለቤተሰቡ ሁሉ ምሳሌ ነህ። የመጀመሪያ መሆን ትልቅ ሃላፊነት ነው። ይህን ሃላፊነት በብቃት 
ስለተወጣሀው ደስ ሊልህ ይገባል። ስራን ሳትንቅ ስራን እንዳልንቅ፥ ታዘህ እንድታዘዝ፥ እረድተህ 
እንድረዳ፥ ተምረህ እንድማር፥ ወርቅ ተሸልመህ ወርቅ እንድሸለም ሌላም ብዙ ብዙ ስላስተማርከኝ፥ 
አርአያ ስለሆንከኝ አመሰግናለሁ! 
 
ፍቅርርርር የማደርግሽ ውድ ሚስቴ ቤተልሔም ወንድወሰን እኔን ማስደሰት የማይታክተው አምላኬ 
የሰጠኝ ማራኪ ስጦታዬ አመሰግንሻለሁ!  
 
ጓደኞቼ፣ ወጣትነቴን ያጣፈጣችሁ ወዳጆቼ (አብይ፥ አመሀ፥ ሀብትሽ፥ ሄኖክ፣ ፍቴ፥ ሔሊክስ፥ ቲጂ፥ 
ቤቲ፥ ሰብሊ) አዋቂነቴን ያዋዛችሁ ሚዜዎቼ (ታዲ፥ ቴዲ፥ ታዴ) አመሰግናችኋለሁ! 
 
ለባርነት አሳልፋችሁ ያልሰጣችሁኝ አባቶችና እናቶች፣ በነፃነት ከልቤ አመሰግንበት ዘንድ ይህን ፊደል 
የሰጣችሁኝ ልሂቃን፥ ያስተማራችሁኝ መምህሮች፣ ሳልጸልይ ብተኛም ያለዕንቅልፍ የምትጸልዩልኝ 
ሃይማኖተኞች፣ ለየሰከንድ ሃጢያቴ በንስሃ ጸሎት የምታስቡኝ ቅዱሳን …. ሁላችሁንም አመሰግናለሁ፡፡  
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